On the question of glass eyes versus other forms of prosthesis, his own feeling was that one could not really improve upon the ibest glass eyes. For sockets which were in any way distorte-d or contracted, a moulded acrylic prosthesis was the only possible answer to-day. Too much attention, he thought, had been paid to the restriction to a limited number of sizes and s1hapes, in criticizing mass-produced eyes, whether glass or acrylic.
The normial socket was such that a limited number of sizesand shaipes did give excellent results. If money was no object one could have an individual eye made 'by an artist for every patient. Nevertheless, the mass-produced eye would serve ordinary purposes.
Squadron Leader Stewart, in reply, said that he had trained one or two people to carry out work on artificial eyes, 'but whether mechlanics would ibe allowed to take impressions of the socket he could not say; mechanics were'definitely barred from taking impressions of the mouth, but whether 'the soicket was considered to be inside the body 'or not was another question.
One of the. speakers had already answered ithe question about discharge. They were neither 'better nor worse off by using acrylic; if the glass eye fitbted ibkadly there seemed to be more disicharge. He did n,ot think this had anything to dio with the material itself. He had seen only one or itwo cases in wvhich a 'skin flap h-ad been put in, and so far he had not been thrilled with the result.
One speaker had asked atbout the cost. This was a difficult subject. It was more difficult to make an eye 'than it was to nbake a denture. Wha't was the pr ce of a den,ture?
He would have thought it not possi,lMe .to do anything in the way of an artificial eye in plastic under fifteen iguineas. Con-sideraible time had to 'be spen-t in taking the impression; it was a skilled operation. Some part of the work could be delegaited, but by no me'ans all of it. T'he work was mudh 'more difficult than in the case 'of a denture and the patient was much more critical.
The material was the same as was used for I'lastic lenses, 'but admittedly it was scratch'afble. The lens 'could not be rubbed even with fine silk without sertatching it. There was a method whereiby a slight deposit of glass might be made on the surface to give the necessary hardness, but that was still in the experimental stage. He did not think this trouble, while it arose with plastic lenses, need arise with a iplasstic eye-he had never seen one scratched yet.
Concerning the question of keeping the socket the right size, he liked to get on to the job a,s soon as possible after the operation. 'He had not yet quite made up his mind on the question of whether a socket got small or not. They had had patients who had had the eye taken out as children, and one case he saw about a month ago had never had an eye in. The sooner the prosthesis could be inserted so a-s to 'give the right size the better. If one had a socket which was shrunk it was very hard to expand it again.
Some Aspects of the Normal Histology of the Suspensory Ligament of the Lens By EUGENE WOLFF, F.R.C.S.
THERE is still a great deal of dispute even about the main facts of this difficult subject. and latterly, Duke-Elder bringing it into line with the gel theory of vitreous, has suggested that the fibres of the suspensory ligament are "mainly histological artefact".
First one would draw special attention to the most posterior and innermost fibres of the zonule. These, the orbiculo-posterior capsular fibres ( fig.1 ) arise from the ora serrata and are inserted together with the vitreous, i.e. with the ligamentum hyaloideo-capsulare of Wieger, into the posterior lens capsule. Tnev are everywhere in close contact, indeed, adherent-to the anterior limiting layer of the vitreous. Thus if we detach the vitreous many zonular fibres come away with it; if. however, we merely allow the vitreous to flow awav the anterior limiting layer remains attached to the posterior zonular fibres (Garnier). Also this close relation of the zonule to the anterior limiting layer is one of the reasons why there is still no unanimous answer to the question: Is there a hyaloid membrane to the anterior vitreous?
Now the anterior limiting layer of the vitreous is not a hyaloid membrane for a hyaloid membrane must be transparent and homogeneous, and have sharp contours. It has more the structure of connective tissue and shows a striation due to its constituent fibrillx parallel to the surface. It is the close relation of the hyaline zonular fibres which is at any rate partly responsible for the error ofcalling the anterior limiting layer a hyaloid membrane (see Garnier). This fibre is one of the orbiculo-an'erior capsular fibres, the longest and strongest fibres of the zonuile. They arise from the pars plana and receive auxiliary fibres along their whole course. They lie in the valleys between the taller ciliary processes, where they form well-marked bundles.
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Most of the auxiliary fibres run from behind forwards and inwards, but just behind the posterior ciliary processes they also run from in front backwards and inwards. The zonular fibres here, therefore, have a double attachment which makes for strength and so it is usually just beyond this point that the fibres break.
Are there any equatorial fibres? The answer lies in the development and natural history of the zonule. In the embryo and at birth there are a great many more fibres than in the adult. These arise not only from the inner aspect of the ciliary body but from the back of the iris, the angle of the posterior chamber and from the most anterior ciliary process which in the adult lies free from zonular fibres. Also on the lens capsule the space between the anterior and posterior groups of fibres is entirely filled in by equatorial fibres. With age, many of these equatorial fibres disappear and only a few sparse ones or none at all may remain. The answer then is that equatorial fibres really only exist in yoluthful eves (Garnier).
All are agreed that the attachment of the zonular fibres to the ciliaiy epithelium is verv close. Indeed, if thev are pulled away some of the epithelium comes away too.
But there is still a great deal of dispute as to the actual method of fixation. Some say that the zonular fibres are processes of the clear cells of the pars ciliaris retina; others that the fibres can be followed through these cells to the membrane between them and the pigment layer; others again that the attachment is-inter-cellular. I would agree with those who hold that the zonular fibres run into the internal limiting membrane of the ciliary bodv.
I think the colour photomicrograph of a coronal section of the ciliary body stained by Mallory's triple stain shows this quite clearly. (Illustration omitted owing to space shortage.) The blue staining tissue on the inner aspect of the ciliarv body is of special interest. Dejean says that this tissue which stains like collagen is already present at the time of the secondary optic vesicle.
If this is true, then the zonule and further back the vitreous cannot be outgrowths from the ciliarv epithelium and retina respectively.
As a general rule the various views with regard to the attachment of the zonule reflect the opinions of the authors on its development.
But there is one aspect of the question which has received very little attention. It is qLlite well known that the normal pigmented epithelium of the ciliary body proliferates, but that the non-pigmented cells can do this is not usually realized. This epithelium may in fact with age form papillary projections which may be placed so close together that the internal limiting membrane between two elevations may appear inter-epithelial. And if a zonular fibre happens to run into the limiting membrane here it would appear as if its origin too were inter-epithelial. Fig. 3 shows some inter-ciliarv fibres of which, so far as I am aware, there is no-illustration in the litera-
ture.
From what has gone before I need hardly say that I believe the fibres of the suspensory ligament of the lens real, verv real. Also it is quite clear from fig. 2 that if the zonular fibre be regarded as an artefact then the capsule of the lens must be an artefact too. 
